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Status 

1 )EI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 May 2004 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) g| Claim(s) 1^5 is/are pending in the application 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,305,478 to Friggstad, in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,047,652 to Prairie et al., or U.S. Patent 
6,494,154 to Kinzenbaw et al. 

The Friggstad £ 478 patent discloses a seeding machine (col. 1, lines 15-17) having a 
frame (20) and a wing frame (20a) pivotally mounted to the frame so that it can pivot from a 
working configuration to a transport configuration. The seeding machine further comprises a 
pivot arm (28) having a first end pivotally mounted to the wing frame. The pivot arm has a 
working configuration and a transport configuration (Fig. 12). In between the working and 
transport positions is an intermediate position. The transport configuration is a vertical position. 
The pivot arm is pivotally coupled to the wing frame by a rockshaft (30) having a bell crank 
(generally at 37). A hydraulic cylinder (36) (i.e., linear motor) pivots the pivot arm. What the 
Friggstad '478 patent does not disclose is details of the seeding machine, in particular, the 
seeding machine having a hopper, and the pivot arm having a planting unit with a seed meter, an 
auxiliary hopper, and a furrow opener. The Prairie '652 and Kinzenbaw '154 patents each teach 
that it is known in the art to provide a seeding machine with main hoppers and separate planting 
units having an auxiliary hopper, a furrow opener, and a seed meter. Flexible tubing connects the 
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main hopper to the auxiliary hoppers. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the seeding machine of the Friggstad '478 
patent with the planting unit arrangement as taught by the Prairie '652 and Kinzenbaw ' 154 
patents, in order to provide a centralized main hopper so as to decrease the time required for a 
planter to be refilled with seed. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 5/19/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant states that "there is no teaching or suggestion of providing frame wings with 
planting units that can be 'pivoted to a vertical position' as set forth in Claim 1." Remarks, page 

4. This statement ignores the clear disclosure of the Friggstad '478 patent. As Applicant admits, 
"Friggstad discloses a seeding machine but does not disclose planting units. ..." However, 
Friggstad also discloses that the subframe assembly to which the planting units would inherently 
be mounted is pivoted to a vertical position (Fig. 12), including the subframes on the wing frame 
(see Fig. 5). Again, Friggstad discloses the general frame structure, while Prairie and Kinzenbaw 
each teach the details of planting units. Therefore, contrary to Applicant's assertion, the prior art 
listed in the above rejection does disclose each and every claimed element. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nathan Mammen whose telephone number is (703) 306-5959. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday from 6:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas B. Will, can be reached at (703) 308-3870. The fax number for this Group i 
(703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-1 1 13. 



final action. 
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[pervisory Patent Examiner 
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